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i&S&xe of t i p JcVttariifg (general 
3 f e Jrtngtnn, B . OL SOjftSD 

April 5, 2005 

Tho Honorable Greg Abbott 
Attorney General 
Capitol Station 
P.O. Box 12548 
Austin. Texas 78711 

Dear Attorney General Abbott: 

Tbe State of Texas has since 2003 beeo aware ofthe Case Conca ningAvena and Other 
Mexican Nationals (Mexico v. United States of America) i/ivena), nrougt t by Mexico against the 
United States in tbe International Court of Justice (ICJ), and provided critical assistance to tbe 
U.S. Department of State m preparation of Hie response of tbe United States fn tbat proceeding. 
Of the 51 Mexican nationals subject to the ICJ's decision in the case, 20q4 ICJ . 128 (Mar. 31), 
fifteen were convicted and sentenced by the State of Texas, 

In Avena, the ICJ concluded that me United States violated Aidcl > 36 
Convention on Consular Relations (VCCR) by, among omer things, not i ifc 
Mexicans that they were entitled to bave Mexican consular officials notified of their arret 
detention. The ICJ found that the appropriate remedy "consists fn the ol 
States of America to provide, by means of its own choosing, review 
convictions and sentences ofthe [affected] Mexican nationals." The ICJ inadc 
not prescribe a pjirticular outcome for the review and reconsideration, but 
was for the United States to determine in each case whether me violation 
actual prejudice to the defendant in the process of administration of crimihal justice.' 
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The ICJ had jurisdiction to decide the >*]ve7u rasa because, at tiietiine 
both Mexico and "he United States wen patties to the VCCR's Optional P *otocol 
Caznpiu^orySetd'anieait of Disputes. By letter dated March 7,2005, tba S<crctary 
the United Nations ofthe United Stabs' withdrawal from the Optional Pro bcoL 
consequence, the United States will no longer recognize "me jurisdiction oi the ICJ to resolve 
disputes concerning the intcnpretation and application ofthe VCCR. 

I legal Tins withcirawal action has no irnpucations for tbe international 
United States to comply with the Avena Judgment or tbe President's detenjimatii 
bave any implications tor the obligations ofthe United States under the V( CR itself. 
States remains a party to the VCCR and must continue to provio>cc*nsolar|noD^ 
as required in Article 36 of mat treaty. 

berto R. Oonzali 
Attorney General 
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